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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

The Amendment, filed on 6/16/06, has been entered and acknowledged by the 
Examiner. 

Cancellation of claim 3 has been entered. 
Claims 1-2, 4-29 are pending in the instant application 

Priority 

Applicant is reminded that in order for a patent issuing on the instant application 
to obtain the benefit of priority based on priority papers filed in parent Application No. 
10/026919 under 35 U.S.C. 119(a)-(d) or (f), a claim for such foreign priority must be 
timely made in this application. To satisfy the requirement of 37 CFR 1 .55(a)(2) for a 
certified copy of the foreign application, applicant may simply identify the application 
containing the certified copy. 

Applicant does not receive the filing date of the continuation in part application 
10/026919 as, after being reviewed by Examiner, the subject matter of the claims in the 
present applicant 10/813541 are not disclosed in the specification of it's parent case 
10/026919. If Applicant disagrees, Examiner invites applicant to indicate where in the 
specification the current invention is disclosed. 

Claim Objections 

New and amended Claims 28-29 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: That applicant introduces a nonzero horizontal angle in addition to the 
nonzero vertical angle, Examiner is unclear as to the limitation directed to a "two 
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dimensional" display as there is now a rotation (with varying nonzero horizontal angle 
0h) and not only a vertical angle. Examiner questions that perhaps applicant intended 
to depict a "three dimensional" display. It seems contradictory, wherein the "two 
dimensional" reinstates one of the vertical or horizontal as being zero. In addition, to 
describe a "display" is to describe an tangible object in space, thereby mandating a 
"three dimensional" object as all objects are inherently "three dimensional" by an x,y,z 
coordinate system. For purposes of examining, Examiner will assume applicant 
intended to describe a "three dimensional" display. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

1. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Bayrle et al 
(US 2002/01 18320 A1). 

Regarding Claim 1, Bayrle teaches a plurality of display tiles (2, see at least 
Figs. 1-4), each tile (2) comprising a portion (overlap zone, 3 & distance "d" Fig. 4) to 
support a display region incorporating an organic light emitting device (OLED, 30 of Fig. 
5; [0027]-[0028]) material with a plurality of separately addressable pixel elements 
(individually controllable pixels 12, Fig. 2), wherein the portion is at a tilt angle 0c of less 
than 12° (angle, [0034]) to the main plane of the display, wherein: 9c = tan" 1 [(sqrt 
(\ 2 +vf))fZt]\ I being the tile length, w being the tile width and t being the tile thickness 
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(refer to Fig. 7). It should be noted that the horizontal tilt angle 0h in this case is set to 
zero, thereby equating the vertical tilt angle Gv identically equal to the compound tilt 
angle 9c. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

A. Claims 2, 4-27 are objected as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including al of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 

The prior art of record teaches a display comprising a plurality of display tiles, 
each tile comprising a portion to support a display region incorporating an Organic Light 
Emitting Device (hereinafter referred to as OLED) material with a plurality of separately 
addressable pixel elements, wherein the portion is at a tilt angle 0c of less than 12° to 
the main plane of the display, wherein: 0c = tan" 1 [(sqrt(l 2 + w 2 ))/ 3t], I being the tile 
length, w being the tile width and t being the tile thickness, the compound angle having 
a nonzero vertical tilt angle 0v. 

However, the prior art of record neither shows nor suggests the compound angle 
0c further having a nonzero horizontal tilt angle 0h as set forth in Claim 2. 

Claim 4-27 are objected to because of their dependency status from claim 2. 

B. Claim 28 is allowed over the prior art of record. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 
The prior art of record teaches a display comprising a plurality of display tiles, 
each of said display tiles further including: a. a support member; b. a printed circuit 
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board positioned on said support member; c. a panel having an OLED element 
operatively connected to said circuit board at a compound tilt angle 0c to the main plane 
of the display for the printed circuit board to underlie part of another tile, the compound 
tilt angle 9c comprising a non zero vertical tilt angle 9v; and d. wherein said display tiles 
are positioned in an overlapping array to form a substantially three-dimensional display. 

However, the prior art of record neither shows nor suggests the compound tilt 
angle 9c further comprising a nonzero horizontal tilt angle 9h as set forth in Claim 28. 
C. Claim 29 is allowed over the prior art of record. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 

The prior art of record teaches a display comprising a plurality of display tiles, 
each of said display tiles further including: a. a support member; b. a an OLED element 
operatively connected to said support member at a compound tilt angle 9c to the main 
plane of the display, the compound tilt angle 9c comprising a non zero vertical tilt angle 
9v; and d. wherein said display tiles are positioned in an overlapping array to form a 
substantially three-dimensional display. However, the prior art of record neither shows 
nor suggests the compound tilt angle 9c further comprising a nonzero horizontal tilt 
angle 9h as set forth in Claim 29. 

Response to Arguments 

Examiner finds Applicants arguments with respect to the 35 USC 112 rejection 
made to be persuasive, as such the rejection withdrawn. 

Applicant's arguments filed on 6/16/06 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 
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In response to Applicant's arguments that Bayrle et al (US 2002/01 18320 A1) 
does not disclose a display comprising a plurality of display tiles, each tile comprising a 
portion to support a display region incorporating an Organic Light Emitting Device 
(OLED) material with a plurality of separately addressable pixel elements the Examiner 
respectfully disagrees. 

The Examiner openly agrees with Applicant's assertion that Bayrle does not 
teach the OLEDs are separately addressable and are simply present as a means to 
compensate for residual shadowing produced by backlighting. However, the language 
employed to describe the Applicant's invention does not clearly recite strictly OLED tile, 
the OLED tiles themselves being the novel invention. By utilizing the broad language of 
"incorporating," applicant leaves the interpretation of the claim to be vague. For this 
reason, Examiner may reasonably read an LCD display, that which "incorporates" 
organic light emitting material, the LCD display tiles provided with a plurality of 
separately addressable pixel elements. Examiner suggests Applicant more clearly 
describe the locality and positioning of each and every element claimed, so as to 
eradicate any ambiguity thereof. Accordingly, the limitation of a display comprising a 
plurality of display tiles, each tile comprising a portion to support a display region 
incorporating an Organic Light Emitting Device (OLED) material with a plurality of 
separately addressable pixel elements is disclosed by Bayrle's teaching, which falls 
within applicant's claimed invention. 

For the reasons stated above, the rejection of the claim is deemed proper. 



Application/Control Number: 10/813,541 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2879 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 136(a). A shortened statutory period for reply to this final 
action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event 
a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the 
advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory 
action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory 
period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hana A. Sanei whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
8654. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday, 9 am - 5 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nimeshkumar D. Patel can be reached on (571) 272-2457. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Examiner 
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Primary Examiner 



